Trinity College

Trinity College Digital Repository
Resist Newsletters

Resist Collection

6-30-1980

Resist Newsletter, June 1980
Resist

Follow this and additional works at: https://digitalrepository.trincoll.edu/resistnewsletter

Recommended Citation
Resist, "Resist Newsletter, June 1980" (1980). Resist Newsletters. 90.
https://digitalrepository.trincoll.edu/resistnewsletter/90

----RESIST--June, 1980 - 38 Union Square, Somerville, MA 02143 -

Newsletter # 132

a call to resist illegitimate authority

PERSPECTIVES ON
ANTI-DRAFT WORK

THE NEW COLD WAR
Noam Chomsky

Kathy Gilberd
A recent Resist grant went to the Military Law Task
Force, a project of the National Lawyers Guild. The
following article is reprinted from the Task Force's publication, On Watch.
As this is written, the Senate is preparing for a
decision on Carter's draft registration proposal. While
it is too early to accurately predict the outcome of the
Senate vote, or the fate of Senator Hatfield's threatened
filibuster, we know that registration stands a very good
chance of passage. And if it was not clear enough
before, the current Congressional discussion and Selective Service preparation demonstrate that the draft is
not far behind.
Given this likelihood, those of us concerned with
registration and the draft are faced with serious and immediate tasks, both legal and political. We must intensify short-term efforts to defeat registration legislation
and must, at the same time, begin to develop legal and
political strategies for a long-term movement that can
effectively oppose registration and the draft. Up to
now, the overwhelming focus of the anti-draft movement has been on the first task. This article speaks to the
second, for if we fail to begin discussion of the politics
and strategy of draft work, if we fail to consider the
tasks that face us if registration begins, we may pave the
way for future defeats. This is a difficult discussion, but
we have the advantage of a little time, and of the experiences of the last anti-draft movement, whose important
victories and lessons can help us in shaping future work.
The anti-draft movement must begin to develop a
common national strategy and some degree of national
coordination. During the 1960's, the draft movement
developed locally and often spontaneously. Its level of
militance far exceeded its level of organization and
planning. While the movement won important victories,
lack of any real strategy limited its strength. Both legal
challenges to the draft and political resistance were
limited by these problems. We cannot afford such discontinued on page 2

After the hostage crisis erupted in Iran, the New York
Times printed a front-page article by Hedrick Smith
headlined "Iran is Helping the U.S. to Shed Fear of
Intervening Abroad" (2 Dec. 1979). Smith reported "an
important shift of attitudes" in Washington "that,
many believe, will have a significant long-term impact
on the willingness of the United States to project its
power in the third world and to develop greater military
capabilities for protecting its interests there." "We are
moving away from our post-Vietnam reticence,•• one
policy maker said. Democratic national chairman John
White stated that "We may have reached a turning
point in our attitude toward ourselves, and that is a feeling that we have a right to protect legitimate American
interests anywhere in the world." Senator Frank
Church indicated support for military intervention in
the Middle East "if our interests were threatened." The
"lesson of Vietnam" is that we must be "more
selective" in the use of military power, with a more
careful calculation of the costs to us, as we consider
intervention ''in such troubled regions of potential
American influence as the Middle East and the Caribbean" - consider what must be intended if our influence in these regions is regarded as only "potential."
It is intriguing to speculate on what the reaction
would be here if Kremlin political spokesmen were to
express themselves in comparable terms, adopting a
comparable conception of the scope of their "legitimate
interests anywhere in the world" which afford them the
right of military intervention. Or if some other power
were to claim the right of military intervention in the
United States if our agricultural resources were denied
them.
continued on page 4

After a bit of a breakdown, the Resist Newsletter is
resuming montly publication. The purpose of the newsletter is to provide information about organizations to
which Resist makes grants, and to publish brief articles
of general interest for those working for peace and
social change.
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ican empire has suffered greatly over the past 10 years,
and we now see a weakened system struggling all the
harder to defend existing territories and claim new ones.
The stakes are thus higher, and the battle will be the
more serious for it. The international situation has
changed as well: new alliances and strategies shift the
international balance of forces in significant ways. We
mustn't shy away from these hard questions, but must
look at them honestly, with a good deal of humility
about our own understanding. They provide the real
context in which registration and the draft are proposed, and in which they may be used.
The anti-draft movement must also develop a perspective and practice that can change its traditional class
base. The '60's saw an anti-draft movement which was
largely confined to the middle class; its rhetoric and
following never moved far beyond university and college campuses. With some notable exceptions, the
movement was unable to change that class base and,
thus limited, failed to develop a truly mass resistance to
the draft. Instead, resistance and the availability of
draft counseling among middle class students tended to
shift the burden of the draft to poor and minority
peoples.

organization this time around, for our enemy is more
experienced and more dangerous. If it is to meet the
challenge successfully, the current anti-draft movement
needs to create national mechanisms for the discussion
of strategy, to develop communication among the many
local and national groups engaged in anti-draft work, to
plan a common strategy for the coming period.
There has already been discussion of a number of
forms of opposition - particular demonstrations and
educational activities, resistance, legal challenges of the
constitutionality of peacetime registration. All are important methods of opposition, but they must be considered in relation to each other, and in the context of
the overall goals of the movement. Otherwise they
repeat the spontaneous character of the last anti-draft
movement, and the real impact of each form of resistance is diminished.
What sorts of goals should shape this movement? If
registration begins, the movement must commit itself to
massive, continued pressure against Selective Service
and the government. Both must feel the impact of opposition so strongly that they are forced to bring registration (or the draft) to a halt. This pressure can take a
number of forms - from overt resistance to the conscious use of legal forms to slow selective service processes, from political demonstrations to petitioning but each must be viewed in terms of its ability to
increase that pressure.
At the same time, the movement must take up a
serious educational campaign, broadening the base of
the movement and developing a truly popular opposition. Finally, the anti-draft movement must prepare itself to oppose interventionist wars which the draft will
serve - the anti-draft movement must be the seed of the
next anti-war movement.
These are over-simplified statements of complex
tasks, and undoubtedly omit equally important goals.
But they give a starting point for discussion which must
take place within the Guild, among draft counselors and
lawyers, and within the anti-draft movement as a whole.
As we begin to develop a semblance of national
strategy, the draft movement must develop a political
perspective which places the draft in the context of US
military policy and US global interests - that is, in the
context of US imperialism. There is a growing awareness on the left that this task is crucial to the success of
the anti-draft movement. But we should not assume that
this perspective will easily gain hold in the anti-draft
movement, for the movement is incredibly diverse, and
contains a number of other political perspectives. Likewise, we should not assume that an anti-imperialist perspective is easy to develop or present. It would be foolish to assume that this is just a repeat performance, that
the situation is exactly comparable to 1967. The Amer-

We cannot do this again. We can't succeed as a movement if our base remains narrow; yet the current draft
movement (with a few notable exceptions) bears the
same marks as the last one. Broadening the class base
and changing the class outlook of the movement isn't a
simple task, given the base with which we begin. It
requires conscious development of a class perspective,
examination of goals, plans, demands and literature,
and challenging many assumptions about our work.
The national March 22 anti-draft demonstration was
endorsed by a number of national and local labor
organizations, an encouraging beginning . But organizational endorsements don't necessarily mean support
among the rank-and-file membership. This is gained
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only by hard work among union membership, in workplaces and in working class communities. As one small
example, it means that draft counseling centers (which
should ~ombine political with legal work) must be
developed in working class communities.
Likewise, the racism and racial composition of the
last anti-draft movement must be avoided. There has
been some encouraging work here, but it is only a beginning. Some anti-draft activists have raised the issue of
the poverty draft (economic conscription, which forces
poor and minority people to enlist in the military) as an
approach to this issue, and include a demand for jobs in
anti-draft slogans. This provides some help, but we
must also address the racism of the Selective Serivce
System and of the military. We must look consciously to
the leadership offered by Third World organizations in
anti-draft work, while taking a hard look at the racism
which white activists carry with them into the
movement.
Sexism has received much less attention, though some
of us remember with personal sadness the waste of
women's skills, experience and leadership ability in the
last anti-draft movement. Whether or not the issue of
registration of women is revived, the involvement of
women in the anti-draft movement will be of great importance. There has been strong participation by
women's organizations and individual women in the
current movement, though this participation is not
matched in local or national leadership. This time
around, women must be able to play a full, equal role in
the movement - and that will not happen unless we
fight for that role.
The anti-gay bias of the last anti-draft movement
must also receive serious attention. Anti-draft work
must be taken up in the lesbian and gay communities,
and the potential for strong lesbian and gay involvement
in the draft movement consciously encouraged.
Looking back at the weaknesses of the last draft
movement is less painful than looking at more recent
errors - but discussion of anti-draft work requires this
as well. We come out of a period with important vie- .
tories and lessons, but many of those lessons are negative. Sectarianism, opportunism and isolation of the
movement have taken a tremendous toll on the gains
made by the movement in the past. We have watched
ourselves lose ground in important areas, and must
recognize that we face the draft again in part because of
the movement's inability to consolidate and expand
earlier gains. Our criticism of these mistakes and our
ability to overcome them are critical to an effective
opposition to the draft and the system it serves.
For those of us who will be involved in the area of
Selective Service law, this is also an important time to
discuss the relation of political and legal work, and our
relation to the anti-draft movement. It is possible for
good legal work to simply shift the burden of the draft

away from our clients, or to make Selective Service obey
its own rules. Or it is possible for our legal work to be
integrally linked with political opposition to the draft.
Those of us whose legal work is motivated or encouraged by a political opposition to the draft must ensure
that our legal work is integrally linked with political
opposition, and directly related to the political goals we
have set for anti-draft work. By way of example:
• Court challenges to the constitutionality of registration and the draft may be important, though their
chances of success seem small. Such challenges should
be evaluated in terms of their ability to place pressure on
Selective Service and to provide public education about
the issue. Challenges in court may also be necessary to
prevent Selective Service from narrowing the scope of
existing deferments. While these battles may be necessary simply to protect our clients, they should also be
viewed in terms of their ability to increase pressure on
Selective Service.
• The likelihood that registrants may not be able to
submit deferment claims until receipt of induction
notices may create very serious problems for draftees,
counselors and attorneys. Some of us have begun to
consider preparing applications in advance anyway, and
submitting them to SSS well before local draft boards
are established. This has the value of preparing clients in
advance. At the same time, it can remind SSS of the
large numbers of people who will seek deferments, and,
happily enough, will cause the initially small SSS staff
to wade through a great deal of unprocessable paperwork.
• Counseling must be evaluated as a political as well
(continued on page 7)
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to condemn the Russian invasion of Afghanistan; true,
but only part of the truth. A business-oriented review of
economic and political news from the Middle East notes
that the meeting "adopted a Saudi-inspired resolution
to protect Iran from the effects of an American
boycott,'' and reports that the Gulf countries ''are more
worried about the potential reaction of the U.S. to the
crisis than they are about Soviet intervention itself."
The Midle East is heading toward war, one official
stated, "but towards a war which would mean the sharing by the superpowers of its oil and mineral wealth"
(An-Nahar Arab Report & Memo, 4 Feb. 1980).
In much of the world, the interpretation of the Cold
War is somewhat different from the prevailing version
offered by the superpower antagonists themselves. The
Cold War is perceived, with much reason, as a deadly
dance of death in which the superpowers mobilize their
own populations to support harsh and brutal measures
directed against regions that they take to be within their
respective domains, where they are "protecting their
legitimate interests." Appeal to the alleged threat of the
powerful global enemy has proven to be a useful device
for this purpose. In this respect, the Cold War has been
highly functional for the superpowers, which is one
reason why it persists despite the danger of total
destruction if the system misbehaves. When the U.S.
moves to overthrow the government of Iran or Guatemala or Chile, or to invade Cuba or Indochina or the
Dominican Republic, or to bolster murderous military
dictatorships in Latin America or Asia, it does so in a
noble effort to defend free peoples from the imminent
Russian (or earlier, Chinese) threat. Similarly, when the
Soviet Union sends its tanks to East Berlin, Hungary,
Czechoslovakia or Afghanistan, it is acting from the
purest of motives, in defense of socialism and freedom
against the machinations of U.S. imperialism and its
cohorts. The rhetoric employed on both sides is similar,
and is generally parrotted by the intelligentsia in each
camp. It has proven effective in organizing support, as
even a totalitarian state must -do, for brutal measures,
which often carry a significant cost for the population
of the imperial power as well. The New Cold War
premises to be no different.
The greatest threat to \\0rld peace, we are told, now
lie~ in Western Pakistan, where the Russians are preparing to march towards the Persian Gulf in order to take
conttol of the Middle E&it oil th&.t belongs to us aJ a
natural right. We must therefore dispatch military
forces to the region and arm General Zia, perhaps the
most unpopular ruler that Pakistan has ever had. A
Russian spy in Carter's cabinet, at least one who happened to have the strange desire to be incinerated along
with the rest of us, could offer no better advice. General
Zia's arms will not deter a Russian army any more than
1800 marines in the Gulf, nor is there any indication that
the Soviet Union would be insane enough to invade

THE NEW COLD WAR
In January 1978, Secretary of Defense Harold Brown
ordered the Pentagon to plan for a rapid deployment
force of 100,000 men backed by air and naval units for
possible intervention in the Persian Gulf region or elsewhere, renewing plans that had been blocked by a Congress hobbled by "post-Vietnam reticence" - for example, by the conservative Senator Richard Russell who
warned that "if it is easy for us to go anywhere and do
anything, we will always be going somewhere and doing
something,'' with consequences that were dramatically
evident at the time. The taking of hostages in Iran was
only one of many events that have been exploited to
help overcome such "reticence." The lesson of Iran is
supposed to be that we should develop more destructive
strategic weapons, deploy forces prepared for rapid
intervention throughout the world, ''unleash'' the CIA,
and otherwise demonstrate our pugnacity.
That such lessons should be drawn from the taking of
hostages in Iran is quite revealing. It should be obvious
on a moment's thought that a rapid deployment force
would have been no more effective than the MX missile
system in rescuing the hostages or preventing the takeover of the Embassy, and that it was precisely the policies of military intervention and subversion that led to
the Iranian debacle, while subjecting Iranians to a
quarter-century of torture, murder and suffering - or
''progressive measures of development, ' ' as U.S. ideologists describe what was taking place when the
U .S.-trained secret police were gouging out eyes of chil
dren and much of the rural population was being driven
to miserable urban slums while the agricultural system
collapsed and Iran practically sank into the sea under
the weight of American armaments. It is clear that the
hostage crisis served merely as a useful opportunity to
advance policies that derived from other interests.
In the past months, NATO, under U.S. pressure, has
deployed new advanced missiles, the USSR has invaded
Afghanistan, and the Carter Doctrine has been proclaimed, calling for a substantial increase in the military
budget including not only intervention forces but also
preparations for a peacetime draft and the MX missile
system, vast in scale and cost and a major contribution
to an escalating arms race. War .clouds are gathtrlng.
We have entered the period of ''the New Cold War.''
According to the doctrines of the New Cold Warriors,
the search for military bases in the Midd~e East and the
general program of militarization of American society
are "defensive measures" taken to protect potential
victims of Russian aggression. Senator Church is more
honest when he speaks of protecting "our interests" though the term "our" requires some qualification - a
fact that is well-understood by those we are preparing to
"protect." The general impression here is that the
recent meeting of Islamic states in Pakistan was called
4

Pakistan; the invasion of Afghanistan, reprehensible
though it was, was characteristic of Soviet military
actions in that it aimed to maintain a position of power
already attained, now under internal attack.
But arms for General Zia, like the rapid deployment
force, will be used - for internal repression, a fact of
which many Pakistanis are gloomily aware as we learn
(as if we had to learn it) from the reporting from Pakistan in the foreign press. Like the Arab states that we are
about the "defend," the Baluchi who are allegedly
threatened by Russian aggression in Western Pakistan
seem rather ambivalent about the invasion of Afghanistan. One reason is that they are aware of recent history, even if most Americans are not. They recall that in
the mid-1970s, U.S. military helicopters supplied via the
Shah were used by the Pakistani army to murder them
and destroy their villages. They do not exactly welcome
the American "aid" now being offered. The Manchester Guardian observes: "More American helicopter
gunships blasting Baluchis; the finest Russian propaganda in the world ... The West will be in an appalling
dilemma, reviled in Baluchistan, the Frontier and Sind
as the succourer of the oppressor" (weekly edition, 20
Jan. 1980), and reviled as well by other Pakistanis who
may turn to the Russians for support against their tormentor, "defending" them with U.S. aid.
American planners are presumably not unaware of
the likely dynamics: arms for General Zia, internal

groups organized to take an active part in democratic
politics, rejecting the domination of their natural rulers.
A major effort has been undertaken in the "postVietnam era" to overcome this crisis and to reestablish
what Hans Morgenthau once called "our conformist
subservience to those in power." How well this
campaign has succeeded is an open question. The recent
upsurge of demonstrations, teach-ins, draft resistance
and other forms of protest indicates that "Vietnam reticence" - that is, the willingness to abide by minimally
decent principles of internationally behavior - has not
been overcome among much of the public, as has been
obvious in any event from the quite substantial activism
of the 1970s throughout the country.
Other factors too lie behind the drive towards further
militarization of our society. The utility of chauvinistic
appeals in an election campaign is a minor factor, but a
more significant one is the temptation to resort to
measures of militarized state capitalism to deal with
social and economic crises that appear unmanageable.
In the short term, this might be effective, but the
damage to American society and its economy will be
severe, not to speak of the threat posed to others.
But the world is not what it was a generation ago. It is
doubtful that the United States, no longer in a position
of overwhelming dominance, can devote its resources to
the production of waste while maintaining its position in
the international system. Efforts to pressure U.S. allies
to "bear their share of the burden" are not likely to
prove successful. Europe has shown no enthusiasm for
the new crusade, and Secretary of Defense Harold
Brown met with little success in his recent effort to persuade Japan to undertake a major increase in military
spending. American allies may choose to take their own
independent initiatives, not only towards the USSR but
also towards the Middle East and other resource-rich
areas, realizing the long-term fears of American planners. It is worth recalling Henry Kissinger's warning, in
explaining the thinking behind the "Year of Europe" in
1973, about "The prospect of a closed trading system
embracing the European Community and a growing
number of other nations in Europe, the Mediterranean,

repression, expansion of Russian influence as the
victims turn to the USSR for support, a new Afghan
istan, nuclear holocaust. But the dangers are regarded
as insignificant in comparison with the .importance of
overcoming "post-Vietnam reticence" and eliminating
the annoying domestic barriers to military intervention
and other harsh measures to protect "our interests" that is, the interests of those whose economic power
gives them a dominant influence over policy formation,
and who believe that they stand to gain (though "we"
may not) by maintaining a world system in which they
are free to exploit human and material resources. A
serious inquiry into U.S. foreign policy will show that
these are the dominant factors that govern it, however
they may be obscured by ideological obfuscation.
The United States suffered a defeat in Vietnam, but
only a partial defeat. The basic institutions of American
society were not affected, and it is therefore only
rational to suppose that the interventionist polides of
the recent past, which are rooted in these institutional
structures, will persist. But an obedient public is a prerequisite for the use of harsh measures to "protect our
interests." The awakening of much of the American
public from apathy and blind obedience was regarded as
a serious threat by dominant groups in the United
States, and the West generally. This development of the
sixties constituted what the Trilateral Commission
analysts call ''the crisis of democracy,'• as popular

(continued on page 6)
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figures much larger than admitted by the government
have circulated in South Africa. The latest issue of
Omkeer also includes evidence that the South African
Defence Force, which may have as many as 70,000
soldiers in namibia, is using the defoliant "Agent
Orange" against SWAPO and the people of Namibia.
One of the goals of SAMRAF is to obtain support in
the United States for giving refugee status to deserters
and draft resisters from South Africa. In addition to
providing a haven for those individuals who refuse to
participate in an internationally-condemned, racist war,
such an act would give encouragement to further resistance in the South African military. In a press release
issued last January by their observer mission to the
United Nations, SWAPO urged international support
for SAMRAF and other organizations of war resisters.

KEEPING TRACK
We thought you'd like to know what's been happening
to some of the organizations that Resist has given
money to recently.
SOUTH AFRICAN MILITARY REFUGEES AID
FUND (SAMRAF), 29 Seventh Ave., Brooklyn, NY
11217
On March 23rd, residents of Durban, South Africa,
opened their Sunday Tribune to the banner headline,
"Anny Probes Secrets Leak." It seems that the publishers of Omkeer, an anti-war, anti-apartheid magazine
written for draft age and conscripted South Africans,
had obtained a computer list of national servicemen in
the 1ransvaal and mailed several thousand copies of
Omkeer into the country. The list was leaked from the
Pretoria headquarters of the South African Defence
Force, taken overseas by courier to SAMRAF, who
handed it on to the publishers of Omkeer.
The South African Government immediately issued a
bogus edition of Omkeer, identical in form and similar
in content, but altered to make it appear that the publishers of Omkeer were a communist organization. They
also launched a massive witch hunt to find out who
among the officer corps were responsible for leaking the
address list, and began a campaign of harassment
against SAMRAF's New York headquarters, forcing
them to find a new location.
The background of this campaign lies in the growing
opposition within the white population of South Africa,
especially among conscripts, to South Africa's murderous war against SWAPO in Namibia. Within the ranks
of the army there have recently been large scale troop
desertions and attempts at mass desertions; and reports
of brutal treatment of soldiers in stockades and casualty

SUBSTITUTES UNITED FOR BETTER SCHOOLS
(S.U.B.S.), 343 S. Dearborn St., Room 1503, Chicago,
IL 60604
Resist has made several grants to SUBS, which was
formed in August, 1975. The work of SUBS can be
divided into three areas: the first concerns the rights and
grievances of Chicago's substitute teachers. Largely excluded from the Chicago Teachers Union, SUBS have
maintained continuous pressure on the union and Board
of Education to establish at least minimum levels of
decency in wages and . job security for substitute
teachers. This is particularly important now as more
than 2000 teachers and school personnel, including 3 of
the 4 SUBS officers, were laid off in the cutbacks following the Chicago teachers strike in early February. A
second area of work concerns educational policy in
Chicago. SUBS has been particularly active in supporting the integration of Chicago's schools, and in publicizing instances and policies of racial discrimination.
SUBS has prepared an excellent pamphlet on "How

THE NEW COLD WAR

the superpowers to create new and more awesome forces
of destruction and to try to subjugate those who stand
in the way of their global ambitions, marching towards
nuclear catastrophe.
These are not laws of nature, and we need not merely
watch as events unfold in their inexorable progression.
Human decisions are made within human institutions;
alternatives exist and can be pursued. In an era of growing demand for limited resources, the potential for
catastrophe is great. The problems that must now be
faced are far more severe and deep-seated than those
than animated the popular movements of recent years.
We can be fairly sure that a refusal to confront them
with commitment and courage will prepare the way for
disaster.

and Africa" from which the U.S. might be excluded.
The proper organization of the world system, in his
view, must be based on the recognition that "The
United States has global interests and responsibilities"
while our allies have "regional interests"; the United
States must be "concerned more with the over-all
framework of order than with the management of every
regional enterprise," these being accorded to our allied,
as he explained elsewhere.
Europe and Japan pose a greater potential threat to
U.S. world power than the Soviet Union, if they move
towards a more independent role. And a U.S.-sponsored New Cold War may press them in that direction,
raising the possibility of new and unanticipated crises in
the future. In the shorter term, one may perhaps expect

March 2, 1980
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Chicago Segregates," which was serialized in their
monthly newspaper, Substance. The third area of
SUBS's work is within the American Federation of
Teachers, attempting to make the organization more
responsive to the needs of teachers and students. SUBS
has also published two very interesting pamphlets on the
relationship between the AFT and the Central Intelligence Agency. SUBS's 300 members make it the largest
such organization in the US, but educational cutbacks
have particularly affected its membership while increasing the demands on the organization for help. A sample
copy of their newspaper and a list of publications is
available from them; and they would welcome your
financial support and/or contact with others organizing
subs.
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removal ." Now we are witnessing a new stage in this
process: in today's language, "revitalization," "historic
preservation," or "gentrification." City officials claim
that this new round of development will broaden the tax
base, create jobs, lure the surburban middle class back
to the inner city, and boost convention business and
local pride with a new sports coliseum.
The Downtown Development Research Committee
has published a 46-page study, "Indianapolis: Downtown Development for Whom?", which takes issue with
each of these claims by official civic boosters. Meticulously tracing the connections between politicians,
would-be developers, and the city's financial, industrial,
commercial and real estate interests, this study concludes with some proposals for alternative ways that
Indianapolis can develop in ways that will benefit the
city's working class. While the primary beneficiaries of
this work will be community and other groups in Indianapolis seeking to stop the forward march of "progress," the study will also be of interest to those doing
similar work in other cities, and is available for $1;

BLACK NEW YORK ACTION COMMITTEE, 321
West 125th St., Room 5, Harlem, NY 10027
The Black New York Action Committee was formed
in 1976 in response to the mounting economic, social
and political crises facing black New Yorkers. The men
and women of the committee work to raise anti-racist
and anti-capitalist consciousness through a newsletter,
the Fannie Lou Hamer Institute for Youth and Adults,
and a monthly series of Black cultural events, as well as
frequent leaflets and pamphlets. One of their recent
efforts has centered around health care, and especially
the closing of Sydenham hospital in Harlem.
DOWNTOWN DEVELOPMENT RESEARCH COMMITTEE, c/o I.C.L.C., Box 18160, Indianapolis, IN
46218

During the 1950s and '60s, most American cities were
blessed with what some called "urban renewal," though
the victims of this process usually called it "urban

national organizational strategy for the movement, a
clear political perspective for its direction, a practical
and political approach to expanding its base, and a
sophisticated understanding of the role the progressive
legal community should play within the movement.
These are all hard questions. They are difficult to
consider, but they offer us a tremendous challenge. If
we find some of the answers and use them, the movement can grow a great deal for the effort. If we fail to
find the answers, or ignore the questions altogether, we
will lose valuable time, and in the long run our failure
may mean a victory for the draft and the policies it
represents.

PERSPECTIVES ON ANTI-DRAFT WORK
as a legal process. We should consider ways to integrate
discussion of the political meaning of the draft with our
legal counseling. We must help clients to evaluate the
political importance of the decisions they are making, in
addition to encouraging their political involvement in
the anti-draft movement.
These are only a few examples; we need to expand the
discussion to include all areas of legal work around the
draft, and need to develop legal strategies in keeping
with the goals of the anti-draft movement as a whole.
Hopefully this discussion will continue in the pages of
On Watch, within the Guild, and among all counselors
and attorneys handling Selective Service cases.
The questions which face the anti-draft movement are
many and complex. They include development of a

On Watch is available from the Military Law Task
Force, P.O. Box 33544, San Diego, CA 92103, for $6
per year.
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GRANTS
none in New York. The principles of unity included solidarity with the Vietnamese government, promoting
friendship between the US and Vietnamese peoples, and
demanding that the US Government normalize relations
with Vietnam. Three public events were held last fall to
begin the work of the committee. Resist's grant was to
help the committee get under way.

PONTIAC PRISONERS SUPPORT COALITION,
407 South Dearborn, Room 1000, ·Chicago, IL 60605
In July, 1978, a rebellion took place at Pontiac Prison
in Illinois, during which three prison guards died. Now
31 Black and Latin men are charged with responsibility
for the events, and 17 face murder charges. The Pontiac
Prisoners Support Coalition is a broad-based coalition
of community, church and human rights organizations
working primarily in white communities, while other ·
Pontiac defense groups work in the Black and Latin
communities. In a newsletter, radio and tv appearances
and public meetings, the PPSC has shown that the
indictments against the Pontiac 31 are not the product
of a genuine investigation, but a frame-up based on evidence obtained under coercive conditions. The PPSC
calls for an end to the death penalty as well as freedom
for the Pontiac prisoners. Resist's grant is to help the
Coalition obtain office space, which is needed for public
meetings and efficient work, and to coordinate support
work for the trials taking place in two separate
locations.

BORDER EDUCATION COMMITTEE, 4916 Saratoga Avenue, San Diego, CA 92107
The Border Education Committee is a group of
activists based in San Diego, the largest US city on the
Mexican border. For more than two years they have
researched the history of US relations with Mexico, and
particularly the conditions surrounding the massive
Mexican emigration to the US. They have also monitored the increasing militarization of the border, both
by the US Border Patrol, and by vigilante groups like
the Klan. The goal of the committee is to provide education about the conditions of the Mexican workers to the
Anglo community, attempting to debunk the many
myths that exist in people's minds about undocumented
workers and about Mexico in general, as well as to help
build a base of support among people in the US for the
struggles of Mexican people on both sides of the border.
The committee's first project is to create a slide-show on
these topics; Resist's grant is for a slide projector.

WOMEN'S INTERNATIONAL RESOURCE EXCHANGE (W.I.R.E. Service), 2700 Broadway, #7,
New York, NY 10025

W.I.R.E. Service was formed in May, 1979. It is a
group of North and Latin American women who realize
the need for more information about the status and
problems of Latin and other Third World women.
W.I.R.E. Service intends to be a clearing house which
will gather, evaluate, and distribute articles and documents on the history, problems, and struggles of Third
World women, with an emphasis on Latin American
women. They intend to meet this need with inexpensive
reproductions of published and unpublished materials
from the US and abroad, printing most articles in
English and Spanish. Resist's grant will help with the
publication and distribution of their catalog.

DORCHESTER YOUTH ALLIANCE, 240A Bowdoin
St., Dorchester, Mass. 02122
The Dorchester Youth Alliance was started in September, 1978, by Families and Friends of Prisoners, a
self-help group working for the rights .and survival of
prisoners and their families in the Dorchester area of
Boston. The Alliance began as a self-help project for
young people who were in trouble with the law. It has
run an alternative school, and now has programs such
as a theater group, media group, and community beautification group for its three dozen members. The
philosophy of the Alliance emphasizes the empowerment of young people, as opposed to just providing
services, and it has attempted to address the political,
racial and sexual issues that young people in Boston
have to deal with. For these reasons the Alliance has had
difficulty obtaining "straight" funding, and Resist's
grant is for general support.

ORGANIZING C.OMMITTEE FOR A VIETNAM
SOLIDARITY COMMITTEE, 4 Bogardus Place, #6D,
New York, NY 10040
The Organizing Committee for a Vietnam Solidarity
Committee began last summer in response to the growing crisis in Southeast Asia, and particularly in response
to the attacks on Vietnam by the US government and
the US press. At that time friendship committees existed
in Los Angeles, San Francisco, Seattle, and Boston, but
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